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-The MAILING DA TE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 

THE REPLY FILED 07 July 2003 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE 
In h f. r rI^ furthe H a ^'? n 4 y D tf 3 e ^PP |icant is re °. uired t0 avoid abandonment of this applied a 

Sn°a n tion r ^^i^^JKI^^^ (W ' th appeal fee): 0r (3 > a timel * «"* ^quest for Continued 

PERIOD FOR REPLY [check either a) or b)] 

a) □ The period for reply expires months from the mailing date of the final rejection 

^ ly^^J^T^T 0) TV" ° f A ^^y Action, or (2) the date setforth in the final rejection, whichever is later. In no 

113 ^ N ^o e ,°!n^ P f al WaS filed ° n 07JUI V 2003 - Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 
37 CFR 1.192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 

3 The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) El they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(C) ^ ^l^^fnSoT^ the appNcation in better form for a PP eaI °V materially reducing or simplifying the 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 
NOTE: See Continuation Sheet . 
3D Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejections): . 

4 0 "ca^ — W ° Uld be a " 0wab,e if s — d in a -parate, <"™» amendment 

5 M Inn.fS rt affidaVit ',? D f Xhi ° r ° m request for re consideration has been considered but does NOT place the 
application in condition for allowance because: See Continuation sh**t P 6 

6.D The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 
raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. y 

SE^ 1, Pr0P0Sed amendment < s > a ® wi " not be entered or b)D will be entered and an 
explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim (s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 



Claim(s) rejected: 15-34 . 
Claim (s) withdrawn from consideration; 

8. n The proposed drawing correction filed on _ 

9. D Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 

10. D Other: 



. is a)D approved or b)Q disapproved by the Examiner. 
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^9/302,863 ^ Application No. 

Continuation of 2. NOTE: The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because they raise new issues, i.e., "90, " that would require 
Turther consideration and/or search. The proposed amendment includes limitations not previously examined, i.e., "90.". 



Continuation of 5. does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: Applicant argues that it is impermissible for the 
examiner to finally reject the claims in the first Office action in Applicant's CPA because MPEP 706.07(b) states that "it would not be 
proper to make final a first Office action in a continuing or substitute application where that application contains material which was 

th!fL n If 'I It aP f f l0n af LT fina ' rejeCti ° n ° r d0sing of P rosecuti °n but was denied entry because (A) new issues were raised 
that required further consideration and/or search, or (B) the issue of new matter was raised." Applicant's arguments have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. Applicant did not direct that the unentered amendment previously filed under 37 C F R 1 116 be 
entered Note that .tern number one ("1.-) in Applicant's CPA request transmittal filed September 25, 2002 (Paper No. 20) under 37 

, \ 53 ^) Prides for entering the unentered amendment previously filed under 37 C.F.R 1.1 16 in the prior non-provisional 
application. Applicant left item number one ("1.") unchecked. Accordingly, the unentered amendment previously filed under 37 C F R 
1.116 in the prior ^provisional application was not entered. Therefore, Applicant's CPA does not c ontain "material which was 
5S^J!i I' 3 a Pf caUon ^ final rejection or closing of prosecution but was denied entry because (A) new issues were raised 
anua^ ^ s f rc \ or ( B > the issue of new ™tter was raised." Accordingly, the first Office action mailed 

a m n o U n 7, 2 ' , 2003 (Pa Pf K r 22) , Was properly made f,nal " Furthermore, Applicant's arguments are directed to the newly proposed or 
amended claims and that amendment has not been entered. 
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